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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 5, 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Trytko (5,231 ,499). 

Claim 1: 
Trytko discloses: 

A video production switcher (see Figs. 1,2,3) comprising: 

"a main circuit board" which is inherent to Trytko's disclosure 
"at least one multi-level effects generator having at least two keyers and a video 
signal mixer", see Fig. 1 items KEYER MEANS, 600, 700, also Figs. 2, 3; 

"at least two digital video processor units (Fig. 1 items 600, 700) integrally 
connected with said main circuit board and electrically connected to said at least two 
keyers (Fig. 1 items KEYER MEANS), respectively, wherein each of said digital video 
processor units is operable to generate at least two-dimensional video effect (col. 4 
lines 16-50, col. 7 lines 27-42)". 

Claim 5 is also rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 , because Trytko also 
discloses: "a switcher control panel (item 20 of Fig. 1), the switcher control panel 
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allowing a video signal (item 30 of Fig. 1 ) from which a desired key (item 40 of Fig. 1 ) 

will be generated to be first routed through a respective of the digital video processor 

unit (items 600, 700 of Fig. 1)". 

Claims 7, 8 are disclosed, see Fig. 6. 

Claim 9 is disclosed, see Fig. 6, col. 6 lines 35-60. 

Claims 10, 1 1 are disclosed, see Fig. 1 items KEYER MEANS, 600, 700, also Figs. 2, 3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3, 4, 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Trytko (5,231,499). 

Claim 3: "wherein the video signal mixer is capable of being cascaded" is not explicitly 
disclosed by Trytko. However, Trytko discusses the cascaded approach of two or more 
mix/effect units (see col. 2 lines 14-16 for instance); thus, an artisan would be motivated 
to use this alternative approach to arrive at the claimed invention in order to achieve 
special video effects. Therefore, the claimed invention would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 
Claim 4 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 3. 
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Claim 6 is obvious to an artisan, because compression of video signal is a very well 
known procedure in the art that would provide, inter alia, storage space minimization; 
Therefore, the claimed invention would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Trytko 
(5,231 ,499) and Barnett et al (5,408,272). 

Claim 2 is not explicitly disclosed by Trytko; however, Trytko discusses 
alternative cascaded approach of two or more mix/effect units as pointed out above in 
the rejection of claim 3, and Barnett shows cascaded approach where selected portion 
of a layered image would be allowed to be routed to external digital video effects unit 
(see Barnett at Fig. 1); thus, in view of the teaching of Trytko and Barnett an artisan 
would be motivated to use the alternative cascaded approach to arrive at the claimed 
invention, because this approach would allow selected portion of a layered image to be 
routed to external digital video effects unit for combining or editing and thus providing 
special video effects. Therefore, the claimed invention would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of 
reinterpretation of the reference necessitated by the amendment. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean W. Desir whose telephone number is (571 ) 272 
7344. The examiner can normally be reached on 5/4/9 - First Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272 7593. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

JWD 

Jun. 7, 06 




DAVID OMETZ 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAM I NET. 



